Pradesh and Vidarbha). In addition to this, D'Abreau (1931) provided a special list of 92 butterfly species from Nagpur city. In the recent past, several workers have studied butterflies from urban, rural and protected areas of Vidarbha. Pandharipande (1990) in his preliminary studies listed only 61 butterfly species in Nagpur City, representing eight families. A total of 48 species of butterflies were recorded belonging to 35 genera from Lonar Crater Lake, Buldhana District (Palot & Soniya 2003) ; 45 butterflies and 54 moths were reported from Pench Tiger Reserve (Maharashtra) by Singh (2004) ; 65 species belonging to 52 genera representing seven families from Pench Tiger Reserve, Maharashtra (Sharma & Radhakrishnan 2004) ; 45 species belonging to 36 genera representing eight families from Melghat Tiger Reserve (Sharma & Radhakrishnan 2005) ; 43 species of butterflies of 29 genera from the Tiger Reserve in Tadoba National Park, Maharashtra (Rai et al. 2006) ; 68 species of butterflies of 50 genera were recorded from Tadoba Andhari Tiger Reserve (Sharma & Radhakrishnan 2006) ; 53 species belonging to 36 genera representing seven families from Lonar Wildlife Sanctuary, Buldhana District (Sharma 2008) ; 53 species of butterflies were recorded from Pohara Malkhed Reserve Forest, Amravati District by Kasambe & Wadatkar (2004) ; 52 species of butterflies belonging to five families (22 species to Nymphalidae, 12 to Lycaenidae, 10 to Pieridae, 5 to Papilionidae and 3 species to Hesperiidae) were reported from Amravati University Campus, Maharashtra (Tiple et al. 2006 (Tiple et al. , 2007 ; 51 butterfly species were recorded belonging to seven families from Melghat Tiger Reserve, Maharashtra (Chandrakar et al. 2007) ; 101 species of butterflies of eight families and 19 subfamilies were recorded (22 species of Nymphalidae, 6 of Danaidae, 10 of Satyridae, 23 of Lycaenidae, 1 of Riodinidae, 16 of Pieridae, 9 of Papilionidae, and 14 species of Hesperiidae) from Melghat Tiger Reserve (Wadatkar & Kasambe 2009 ); 103 species of butterflies belonging to eight families and 19 subfamilies were recorded from Melghat Tiger Reserve (Wadatkar 2008) ; and 98 species of butterflies belonging to Papilionidae (06 species), Pieridae (14 species), Nymphalidae (39 species), Lycaenidae (24 species) and Hesperiidae (15 species) in reserve forest area, Seminary Hill, Nagpur city (Tiple & Khurad 2009b) .
Recently, Tiple & Khurad (2009a) reported 145 species of butterflies recorded at eight study sites, of which 62 species were new records for Nagpur City. The highest number of butterflies recorded belonged to the family Nymphalidae (51 species) with 17 new records, followed by Lycaenidae (46 species) with 29 new records, Hesperiidae (22 species) with 14 new records, Pieridae (17 species) with four new records and Papilionidae (9 species). The compilation of all these studies in Vidarbha region and stray records resulted in the enumeration of 167 species of butterflies belonging to 90 genera representing five families and is given in Table 1 . The highest number of butterflies recorded belonged to the Nymphalidae (50 species), followed by Lycaenidae (47 species), Hesperiidae (34 species), Pieridae (23species) and Papilionidae (13 species). All scientific names follow reports by Varshney (1983) ; Kunte (2000) and common English names are after Wynter-Blyth (1957 (Kunte 2000; Gupta & Mondal 2005) .
Interestingly, some butterflies (Graphium antiphates, Papilio crino, Ypthima avanta, Everes argiades and Hasora chabrona) which were recorded earlier by D'Abreau (1931) from Vidarbha (Nagpur city) were not seen in recent years. The probable causes of this could be the loss of habitats by ever expanding urbanization along with the broader climatic changes (Tiple et al. 2007) . During the last decade, the city has expanded twice in its circumference causing loss of natural habitats of butterflies. Urban development is expected to have a deleterious impact on butterfly populations, if only because the construction of buildings and concrete replaces or reduces the area of natural and semi-natural habitats. The quality of residual habitats may also be adversely affected by Some authors have reported rather unusual records for the region. These reports were checked and found to be based on sightings and field identifications. Since it appeared that these reports could possibly be based on misidentified butterflies, it was thought better to include these species in a separate table (Table 2) pending confirmation of their presence in the study area. Table 2 therefore contains unsubstantiated new records for the region which have been reported in the literature.
